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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 4/1 , 4/2, and 4/3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over the admitted prior art in view of Nichol and Nagata et al for the same 
reasons as expressed in the Final Rejection dated August 15, 2007. 

It should be noted regarding the product by process claims herein that there is no 
evidence that the specific use of the metering roller and the pool of adhesive would 
have resulted in a materially different end product. As such, it is believed that the 
references suggested the claimed invention where a hot melt adhesive was applied to a 
wooden substrate wherein the adhesive had the identified properties as the prior art 
suggested the same. 

3. Claims 1-3, 4/1,4/2, 4/3, 10-12, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over the references as set forth above in paragraph 2 further 
taken with Schaefer (newly cited). 

The reference to Nichol as previously discussed provided for the rotation of the 
applicator roller at a speed different from the speed that the substrate being coated was 
fed past the applicator in order to provide a uniform coating to the substrate. The 
reference to Nichol was provided the adhesive from a glue pot 6 where a supply of glue 
was disposed and melted therein. The reference did not provide a means to feed the 
glue to the pot wherein there would have been a continuous supply of glue to the 
applicator and additionally has to provide the applicator roller within the glue pot as 
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there is no doctor for the glue and excess glue was required to be deposited back within 
the pot. It should be additionally noted that the open supply of adhesive material 
exposes all of the adhesive which is to be used in the coating operation to oxidation and 
the environment (which clearly is undesirable in the art). An alternative means for 
supplying the adhesive material to an applicator roller (where the adhesive was a hot 
melt adhesive and where the adhesive was applied from the underside of the substrate) 
was known in the art as evidenced by Schaefer. 

Schaefer suggested that those skilled in the art of application of hot melt 
adhesive would have known to apply the adhesive material with an applicator roller 25 
which applied to the adhesive to the underside of a web 14. The applicator roller 25 was 
disposed against a doctor roller 26 (a metering roller) and adhesive was supplied to the 
nip of the rollers from conduit 29 to form a pool of adhesive 27 between the doctor roller 
26 and the applicator roller 25. In this arrangement, the adhesive is not continuously 
exposed to the environment but rather is continuously supplied to the pool on an as 
needed basis. Additionally, the reference suggested that the inclusion of the doctor 
roller allowed one to control the thickness of the adhesive disposed upon the applicator 
roller better. Clearly, supplying the adhesive to the applicator roller in Nichol with the 
system of Schaefer would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at least for these 
advantages. Applicant is referred to column 5, lines 1-17 of Schaefer. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
supply the adhesive to the applicator roller using the means defined by Schaefer 
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instead of a glue pot for the advantages identified above in the process of applying a hot 
melt adhesive to a substrate as set forth above in paragraph 2. 

Applicant is referred to the Office action dated August 15, 2007 for a complete 
discussion of the dependent claims. 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-4, 10-12, 15 and 16 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The argument that the coating is applied upon the upper surface of the substrate 
is not persuasive as: (1) the term upper is a relative term (i.e. upper in comparison to 
what) where the hot melt in accordance with the references to Nichol and Schaefer 
were applied onto the exposed surface of the substrate on one side thereof where that 
side clearly could constitute the "upper" surface in its final use, and; (2) the admitted 
prior art expressly describes the self leveling effects imposed upon the adhesives used 
in the prior art process of coating with the applicator roller and the metering roller, 
Where "self-leveling" clearly would not take place if the coating was applied to the 
underside of the wood substrate as gravity would impart self leveling only pun an 
adhesive material applied on the upper surface of the substrate with the applicator 
rollers. The additional arguments that the prior art failed to teach the metering roller or 
the use of a pool of adhesive between the metering roller and the applicator roller are 
addressed above with respect to the newly cited reference to Schaefer. 

No claims are allowed. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeff H. Aftergut whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1212. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:15-345 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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